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Reid entitled to his opinion, 
but he should check his facts 



I have read Robert C. Reid’s column in the Jan. 12, 
Frederick News, and found it to be one of the most 
inexact accounts of current Mid-East affairs I have 
ever read. He accuses Israeli soldiers of “firing ran- 
domly and indiscriminately into groups of Palestinian 
youths,” and of “murdering defeseless civilians.” 
Admittedly, Israel has little experience in dealing with 
civil unrest, but according to the press reports I have 
read, including a few in The News, Mr. Reid’s 
“defenseless” victims have been attacking soldiers 
and civilians with weapons ranging from knives to 
Molotov cocktails. 

As his column continues, Mr. Reid showed his sense 
of history to be as poor as his sense of the present. He 
notes that prior to 1948, there was no Israel. He ignores 
the fact that the Arab countries which are Israel’s 
neighbors are also the products of 20th century poli- 
tics. For centuries, the region was controlled by the 
Ottoman Empire (Turkey). Ottoman control did not 
end until 1917. 

Mr. Reid further gives the impression that Israel 
was created out of Arab territory taken as a result of 
war. The fact is that the United Nations drew Israel’s 
boundaries out of Jewish land. (There was a constant 
Jewish population in this area going back to biblical 
days.) The bulk of Palestine was occupied by Arabs 
and went to create an Arab state — Jordan. Israel 
accepted this partition, but the Arabs rejected it 
demanding all the land. Five Arab armies attacked 
Israel, but were defeated. 

The Arab nations and leaders have never accepted 
their responsibility in creating the Mid-East morass. 
Their only defense is a revisionist history which Mr. 
Reid blindly accepts. 

Mr. Reid is entitled to his opinion, but before he 
prints it in a newspaper, he is obligated to check out the 
facts. 

MICHAEL FLEISCHHACKER 
Frederick 



Meachum's actions 
should be subject 
to special considerations 

A recent editorial in the Frederick News-Post stated 
that Roy Meachum should not receive any special 
consideration, either positive or negative, from the 
Planning and Zoning Board and/or the public at large 
regarding any determination as to whether his now 
infamous fence stays or goes. 



I disagree with this position completely!! 

Mr. Meachum has appointed himself Frederick’s 
resident expert in all matters political, social, moral, 
educational, etc., and is the self-professed master of 
all he surveys (or not as the case may be), or reads, or 
hears, or from whatever questionable sources his 
Information comes. Does he feel that his self- 
exhaulted position places his actions above reproach? 
Surely, a man so expert in all city matters would know 
that the installation of his fence was in violation of a 
city ordinance. If this is the case, his action is nothing 
less than flagrant disregard to city ordinances if they 
are inconvenient with respect to his personal needs or 
desires. 

Is this the same man that we wish to have as the 
guardian of the people, albeit self-appointed? I think 
not. 

On the other hand, if he was unaware of the ordi- 
nance, is this possibly an indication of a chinque in Don 
Quixote’s armour? Lack of such knowledge would be 
perfectly understandable amongst the ordinary 
citizenry, such as you and I, but would be deemed 
unthinkable in Mr. Meachum who considers himself a 
combination of the Caped Crusader, Masked Avenger, 
Captain Nice and Mighty Mouse all rolled into one 
being. Are we now to place believability in his quasi- 
factual statements or opinions as he seemingly desires 
us to do, or should we first consider the source and/or 
motive? Think about it 

In conclusion, since Mr. Meachum has placed him- 
self in the position of guardian of all that is right (or 
wrong) in Frederick, his actions should be exemplary, 
and thus his actions should be subject to special 
considerations, both positive and negative. 

Whether the installation of the fence was the result of 
lack of knowledge of city ordinances or a total dis- 
regard for them is not the issue. What is now fact is 
that the fence is in violation and should come down. If 
not, who will be next to display such wanton disregard? 
Mr. Meachum again? Sharon? Ron Young? Chief 
Ashton? 

Yea verily, the mind doth boggle! 

■ ■ 

ROBERT E. ALLISON 
Frederick 

Meachum wrong to misuse 
Dr. King's birthday 
to endorse violence 

Instead of “Dr. King today” you should have 
headlined Roy Meachum’s column “Roy Meachum 
Self-Exposed.” 

Although in his apparently endless series of 
calumnities, his long tirade of unadulterated 
Hitlerism, his campaign of anti-Semitism and Israel- 
bashing, there is no depth to which he has not sunk in 
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his preaching of race hatred, nothing too foul for him to 
invent in his pro-Arab propaganda, this disgusting 
misuse of Dr. King’s birthday Is truly the most evil. It 
also is either his most obvious flaunting of ignorance 
while he portrays himself as all-knowing or the 
crassest commercialism or the most telling proof of 
what I’ve been saying for years, that for what you pay 
him he will and does say anything, the first thing that 
pops out of the murk of his mind that appears to serve~* 
his dishonest purposes. 

Now he represents the apostle of non-violence as the 
endorser of violence. 

He has Dr. King, with whom he has communed from 
the grave on which he spits while dancing on it, soUdly 
behind the violence of the misguided Arab children in 
Gaza. 

There is. apparently, nothing too shameful for him. 
But have the papers no pride, no self-respect, no sense 
of decency? Doesn’t anybody at the papers have any 
journalistic standards at all? Doesn’t anybody there 
care about his endless lies, his total fabrications, his 
constant misinforming of your readers and his con- 
tinual misleading of the young in particular? 

Can there be anything more ignorant or evil than 
representing Dr. King as supporting any kind of 
violence, in this case weeks on end of it, including 
firebombing? 

Anything is possible for Mr. Meachum when he sees 
a chance for more of his preaching of anti-Semitism, 
but doesn’t any editor know that Dr. King was in 
Memphis to be killed there only because he was 
determined to lead a non-violent demonstration after 
the youngsters there started a riot with only small 
sticks with which they broke windows - not rocks and 
firebombs? 

The actuality, as is so often true, is the exact 
opposite of what he writes and you uncritically pub- 
lish. 

When he gets cute in his pretense of omniscience, as 
usual it is something he just made up because it 
appears to serve his dishonest purposes. For example, 
“Certainly, Dr. King never sought to bring justice to 
Alabama by sitting down with the governor of New 
York.” 

Certainly, Ignoramus Incarnate, he did exactly that, 
and not just once but several times! 

Mr. Meachum says that he “defended Dr. King 
while he was alive.’’ Where? At the bridge in Selma or 
in some idle chatter, where talk is cheap? 

He can and he does say anything, no matter how evil 
or false or cheap and you pay him for it. Disgusting! 
And in all of this you portray yourselves as endorsing 
his propaganda, his lies and libels, his preaching of 
hatred, in this case along with a report from the 
National Council of Churches, which found that “ 'hate 
violence’ (is) rising.” You and Mr. Meachum do your 
share! 

HAROLD WEISBERG 
Frederick 
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Meachum's defenders don't 
like his writings 'exposed' 

In their letters published Jan. 8, Carl Reggio and 
Meredith P. Davidson say I hate Roy Meachum. Mr. 
Reggio loves Mr. Meachum because he thinks Mr. 
Meachum “charmed my little girl in the grocery 
store.” Mr. Davidson says he is a scholar. Therefore 
- and not because I have written anything that is in 
any way wrong -I ought not be commenting on Mr. 
Meachum’s virulence. 

Neither even suggested I made any factual error or 
that any opinion I offered is unjustified. They ]ust 
don’t like Mr. Meachum’s writings exposed. 

With only two exceptions, this has been what I have 
written about. The two exceptions: his egregious error 
about the Senate and the Bork hearings and the 
attitude of superiority and omniscience and his open 
disregard for the law. ^ ^ . 

I don’t know Mr. Meachum; to the best of my 
knowledge I’ve never seen him, I haven’t spoken to 
him, and I have no interest in him personally. I have 
tried to provide an antidote to his venom and, although 
it is never possible to catch up on all his glib errors, to 
correct some of them. No more. 

I am glad that the papers published these vacuous 
letters, whether, or not by Mr. Meachum’s friends, 
because they serve to underscore that what I have 
written, that he is factually incorrect and merely says 
the first thing that pops into his mind. Otherwise the 
scholar would have attributed factual error or 
unjustified opinions to me. I invite them to do so. 

I can only wonder what field of scholarship is Mr. 
Davidson’s specialty when he says “there are real 
villains out there, such as the Ayatolah Khomeini and 
Colonel Quadhafi” so why do I write about Meachum s 
columns? First of all they are “out there” and we are 
right here. Second, can it possibly be that Scholar 
Davidson does not understand that I have written 
about them in that I have said that Mr. Meachum, to 
this day, persists in regarding their gangs of kidnap- 
pers and thugs as true “patriots” and not criminals? 

Or Is Mr. Davidson “out there.” 

HAROLD WEISBERG, 

Frederick 

!/&>/#% 



II 



Let's call a truce 
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Most of us are longing for a peaceful world. That 
peace must begin on an individual one-to-one basis. 

Therefore, I should like to see a cessation on attacks 
on Individuals such as the News-Post fosters on the 
editorial and sometimes other pages. Such assassina- 
tion of an individual’s character makes most readers 
uncomfortable. 

About a year ago I asked the editor to drop Mr. 
Weisberg’s vituperative attacks against Roy 
Meachum, telling him that encouraging a gentile- Jew 
feud was detrimental to our community, where most of 
us live with one another peaceably. So it should be 
regardless of race, color or creed. _ , r ^ .^ r .. .... 

His reply was that both sides should be presented. 
However, Mr. Weisberg’s venomous articles have 
been ignored by Mr. Meachum. 

Neither did I like the publication of Burkittsville’s 
residents feuding with one another. Surely there can 
be peacemaking in a small community. 

The Latin quotation is so true. 

“Ira furor brevis est,” anger is a brief madness. I 
have often observed how hate destroys the hater more 
than it does his recipient. 

Let’s call a truce. Our papers are too good to 
perpetuate the evil. 

Personally, whether we always agree with the 
Meachum column or not, my husband and I appreciate 
his friendship. 

He is a man of compassion, generous and loyal to his 
friends. 



and drop the drivel,. v 

Why do you continue to waste editorial space so that 
Harold Weisberg can vent his personal hatred for 
columnist Roy Meachum? 

The only apparent theme in Weisberg’s ramblings is 
that he despises Roy Meachum and everything 
Meachum says or does. 

Rather than devoting more column space to such 
drivel, it would be easier on Post readers if you printed 
the following disclaimer at the end of every Meachum 
column: “Harold Weisberg disagrees with all of the 
above on the grounds that Roy Meachum ’s existence is 
rascist, sexist, and bigoted, and constitutes high 
crimes against humanity.’’ 

Think about it. . 

PAUL VICTOR JORGENSEN 
Middletown 



JULIA E. HANNA 
Frederick 



Do fence him in 

Having just returned to Brigadoon from the wilds of 
Arizona, I see that Frederick’s answer to Joan of Arc 
— that courageous crusader Roy Meachum — is yet 
again under seige by the local war lords! A vicious 
triumvirate .consisting of city hall, the county com- 
missioners and Harold Weisberg is trying to tear good 
ol’ Roy’s picket fence down on the flimsy pretext that it 
is a flagrant violation of the zoning laws. Not only 
spiteful, but, in my opinion, a tactical error. 

If Roy wants to box himself in, he should be encour- 
aged rather than frustrated — a point on which even all 
his friends agree. I’ve spoken to both of them. 

Let’s have a referendum. 

I'm confident that the voting public will fully support 
Roy, provided, of course, that his redoubt is at least 8- 
foot high, constructed of electrified barbed wire and 
welded shut from the outside. As a public service, 
Mayhem Kennels of Boonsboro is fully prepared to 
patrol the perimeter with attack pit dobermans should 
Roy attempt to pole vault his way back to a newspaper 
desk. 

JAMES ALEXANDER 
Frederick 
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Suggestion to Weisberg: 

Bum venomous letters 

' 

and dance on the ashes 

I cannot, for the life of me, understand how any 
individual — for whatever reason - could build up 
such acrid hate for another individual as Harold 
Weisberg obviously has for Roy Meachum. Sometimes 
it sounds almost scary and, when sizzled into print — 
over and over again — it becomes downright boring. 
What a pity it is for Mr. Weisberg to waste such 
abominating criticism on the views and opinions 
expressed (and, yes, even with a few errors, here and 
there) by a columnist when there are real villains out 
Uhere, such as the Ayatollah Khomeini and Colonel 
IjQuadhafi who — by their contemptible deeds — have 
f earned such criticism. 

I have a suggestion for Mr. Weisberg: The next time 
he gets that uncontrollable urge to spew venom and 
hate at Mr. Meachum, go right ahead and write his 
long, rambling and execrating letter about his per- 
sonal and self-conjured-up villain — but, instead of 
sending it to The News-Post — just take it into his back 
yard and burn it and then dance all over the ashes. 

He might not only find this to be highly therapeutic 
for himself, but I can assure him that he would be 
doing all of us scholars here in Frederick, and in the 
surrounding areas, a great favor, (yes, I said scholars 
— not yokels — as he seems to enjoy dubbing us.) 

MEREDITH P. DAVIDSON. 

Frederick 



Writer entitled to opinion 

even if others don't agree 

>101 

Many months ago, an older, bearded, grandfather- 
like gentlemen charmed my little girl in the grocery 
store. For a while, my little girl wanted to see him 
again; however, I had no idea who he was until several 
weeks later when I was reading the newspaper and 
discovered who he was. It was exciting to see who the 
gentleman was who had charmed my little girl that 
day. 

This was my first impression of this man, and, 
subsequently, I began to read his columns and all the 
articles written by and about him. Thoughts that 
constantly came into my mind when reading these 
articles stemmed from: If you don't have anything 
uje^saya^ .lionlt sgxilQy t hing a tall; 

yS Mbouldn't th row stones at peop le^ y^yvonr ^plnivo 
in aj^as^ouge; love your neighbor as yourself; to, do 
unto others as you would have others do unto you. 
What this boils down to is that some of his writings I 
may or may not agree with, but he is entitled to his 
opinion as he sees the situtation. 

The gentleman who was so nice to my daughter was 
Roy Meachum. 

I recently read an article about him in the Jan. 4 
issue of the Post, Opinion/Commentary section, by, 
again, none other than Harold Weisberg. These kinds 
of articles are getting out of hand again. 

To Mr. Weisberg, I stand corrected. A feud does 
take two people. However, he seems to be on a one- 
man crusade against Mr. Meachum. It’s obvious that 
he doesn't like him, his house, his fence or his opinions, 
and I think he is going overboard in his article about 
him. 

To Mr. Meachum, I’m proud of the manner in which 
he is able to turn the other cheek. And again, while I 
don’t always agree with his ideas, it does give me 
something to think about and ponder. 

CARL REGGIO 
Monrovia 



